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Part 1. Executive Summary

School Overview and History:

Democracy Prep Charter School (DPCS) is a middle/high school serving approximately 450
students from grade 6 through grade 10 in the 2010-2011 school year.l The school opened in
2006 with grade 6. It has plans to grow to serve students grades 6 through 12.° The middle
school is currently housed in P.S. 197 located at 2230 5" Avenue in Manhattan. The High School
is located in a private facility at 207 West 133" Street in Manhattan. The student body is 6.5%
English language learners and 10.2% special education students.’

The school has a significant waitlist and has experienced low student attrition during the charter
period. In 2006-2007, the waitlist for DPCS was 450% percent of available seats. In 2007-2008,
the waitlist was 700% of available seats, and, in 2008-2009, the waitlist was 1,250% of available
seats. In 2006-2007, the student attrition rate for DPCS was 11.1%, in 2007-2008, the student
attrition rate was 10.6% and in 2008-2009, 9.3% of students left the school. For reference, the
District 5 student mobility rate in 2005-2006 was 35%."

The school earned an A on its progress report in 2009-2010, an A in 2008-2009, and an A in
2007-2008.The average attendance rate for the school year 2009 - 2010 was 98.7%.° The
school is in good standing with state and federal accountability.6

Renewal Review Process Overview:

The NYC DOE Charter Schools Office conducted a thorough review of this school’s
Retrospective Renewal Report; annual reporting documents; surveys; student achievement data;
and state, local and federal accountability metrics, as well as a detailed audit of the school’s
finance, operations and governance practices. In addition, the CSO conducted a detailed site
visit on the following dates: May 26 and 27, 2010.

The following experts participated in the review of this school:
- Aaron Listhaus, Chief Academic Officer, Charter Schools Office, NYC DOE
- Aamir Raza, Director of Oversight and Policy, Charter Schools Office, NYC DOE
- Nathaniel Horton, Associate Director New School Development, NYC DOE
- David Vasquez, Principal Urban Assembly Bronx, NYC DOE

Renewal Recommendation:

NYC DOE CSO recommends that the State Board of Regents approve the application for renewal
of the Democracy Prep Charter School for a period of 5 years consistent with the terms of the
renewal application.

The NYC DOE CSO has found Democracy Prep Charter School to be an academically
successful school that is organizationally viable and in compliance with applicable laws and
regulations pertaining to its current charter. Based on the findings delineated below, Democracy
Prep Charter School is an educationally and fiscally sound organization, is likely to improve

L NYC DOE ATS system

2 NYC DOE ATS system and charter agreement

¥ NYC DOE ATS system

* The school’s retrospective report

> NYC DOE School Progress Report. This document is posted on the NYC DOE website at
http://www.schools.nyc.gov and is also included in Part 7 of this report.

® New York State Education Department - www.nysed.gov



http://www.schools.nyc.gov/

student learning and achievement, and meets the requirements of the Charter Schools Act and
applicable law.



Part 2: Findings

What the school does well:

e The school supports a coherent strength-based approach to classroom instruction and
behavioral expectations to ensure a safe and consistent environment that supports student
learning.

o Classroom systems, rituals, and routines are well-established and consistent
throughout the schools. For example, all classes begin with a silent “Do Now”
assignment, setting a focused and productive tone for the class.

o Classroom routines and expectations, such as the expectations for answering
guestions, are explicitly and consistently reinforced.

o Teacher/school expectations for student transitions are explicit. Passing between
classes is silent, and teachers monitor students’ behavior.

o Teachers speak respectfully to students when correcting their behavior; students do
not react with embarrassment or anger.

o As a whole, the school is committed to reinforcing positive behavior and
acknowledging student achievement.

e The school effectively uses data, and supports all teachers in providing rigorous, standards-
based instruction that meets the individual needs of all students.

o The school focuses on reinforcing key academic and organizational skills across all
content areas and promotes high levels of rigor and student achievement.

o All teachers are responsible for teaching and reinforcing key academic skills,
including critical reading, writing, and grammar.

o Both academic classes and advisory classes spend dedicated time explicitly teaching
organizational strategies that will help prepare students for success. Students are
taught the tools of note-taking, highlighting, and writing in different formats.

e The school is committed to recruiting and serving the needs of all students in the community.
o The school has a policy of accepting students in all grade levels; the school fills every
available seat as students discharge and leave the school.
o The school actively recruits special education students and works to serve their
needs through differentiated instruction including small group instruction, pull-out and
push-in, and targeted lessons.

e All members of the school community including teachers, students, parents, and staff,
express great satisfaction with the school. The school fosters strong communications
amongst all members of the community.

o The school communicates frequently with families and emphasizes sharing extensive
data about students’ academic and behavioral performance so that teachers and
parents can partner more effectively to help students.

o Information is shared with parents via text message, email, automated calling, and/or
letters home. Teachers call home to communicate both misbehavior and positive
achievement/improvement.

o Weekly report cards are sent home that detail student achievement data from every
class.

o The school staff collaborates frequently to ensure that high quality instruction is
promoted throughout the school and that all members of the community are meeting
their individual and collective goals.

o Teacher and student retention rates are high. Likewise, parent and community
survey responses indicate strong satisfaction.



e The school's Board of Trustees has functioned effectively in furthering the school’s mission
and vision, and maintains sound finances and internal controls.

o The school continues to maintain an appropriate degree of segregation of functions
and proper internal controls at all levels. All processes were found intact and
evidence shows that the school is following its adopted financial and human resource
policies. The financial statements of Democracy Prep were prepared on the accrual
basis of accounting in accordance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles
(GAAP) acceptable in the United States of America.

o According to the school’s audited financial statements for year ended June 30, 2009,
the school possessed assets totaling $2,138,716 and total liabilities of $808,291. All
of the school’s net assets totaling $1,330,425 remain unrestricted for use purposes.
Democracy Prep has over $1.3 million dollars in liquid assets that could be converted
to cash within a 90 day period. The school remains in good financial condition to
meet its obligations.

What the school should improve:

e The school aims to prepare students for success in college, yet some of the key skills
necessary for college success were not observed in classrooms.

o While all students were generally on task throughout the school, few lessons
observed required higher-order thinking skills or deep analysis of concepts.

o Students were not given multi-step projects that required them to monitor their own
learning or manage their time productively.

o All class discussions took the form of the teacher asking questions and students
responding. Students were not observed participating in discussion or responding
directly to each other.

o Students were not observed using technology in their learning.



Part 3: Charter School Goals

The Democracy Prep Charter School has sufficiently met the goals set forth in its charter
agreement. Please see the below table of Charter Goals which is excerpted from the school’s
retrospective report and has been verified by the Charter Schools Office.

Democracy Prep Charter School

Goal First Year Second Year Third Year
ot Did 50% of students who had 38% 57% 68%
% been enrolled in the School for
2 only 1 year score a 3 or 4 on the
< NYS ELA Exam? No Yes Yes
b Did 50% of students who had 63% 75% 87%
% been enrolled in the School for
2 only 1 year score a 3 or 4 on the
o NYS Math Exam? Yes ves vas
e Did 50% of students who had 74%
% been enrolled in the School for
E only 1 year score a 3 or 4 on the
<< NYS Science Exam? Yas
e Did 58% of students who had 60% 84%
% been enrolled in the School for
E only 2 years score 2 3 or 4 on
- the NYS ELA Exam? Yes Yes
3 Did 58% of students who had 85% 100%
% been enrolled in the School for
E only 2 years score 2 3 or 4 on
< the NYS Math Exam? Yes Yes
3 Did 58% of students who had 78%
g been enrolled in the School for
2 only 2 years score 2 3 or 4 on
- the NYS Science Exam? Yes
3 Did 66% of students who had 76%
% been enrolled in the School for 3
2 years score a 3 or 4 on the NYS
<< ELA Exam? Yes
] Did 66% of students who had 97%
% been enrolled in the School for 3
2 years score a 3 or 4 on the NYS
] Math Exam? Yes
3 Did 66% of students who had 65%
g been enrolled in the School for 3
2 years score a 3 or 4 on the NYS
< Science Exam? No




Goal First Year Second Year Third Year
s 38% 62% 65%
" Did 6th Grade students exceed
1
8 perfermance of CSD5 on NYS
E ELA Exam? No ves No
[ &
v
> 63% 71% 78%
" Did 6th Grade students exceed
| .
] performance of CSD5 on NYS
E Math Exam?
e Yes Yes ¥es
| &
v
> 639 75%
T Did 7th Grade students excead “
=
] performance of CSD5 on NYS
E ELA Exam?
o Yes Yes
[
v
> 89% 98%
= Did 7th Grade students exceed
1
T perfermance of CSD5 on NYS
o -
E Math Exam:
o Yes Yes
[ &
v
> 72%
= Did 8th Grade students exceed
| .
g perfermance of CSD5 on NYS
£ ELA Exam?
o Y¥es
[
g 96%
" Did 8th Grade students exceed
1.
g perfermance of C5D5 on NYS
E Math Exam?
o Yes
[ &)
v
> 69%
= Did 8th Grade students exceed
-
g performance of CSD5 on NYS
£ Science Exam? No CSD5 data
S available




Part 4: Charter School Performance Data

The Democracy Prep Charter School met its goals for student academic achievement as
measured by New York State exams in English Language Arts and Math as demonstrated in the
below chart of student achievement data.

These charts presents the percentage of students at the school scoring at or above grade level

(performance level 3 or greater) on the New York State ELA and Math exams as well as a
comparison to the percentage of students at or above grade level in District 5 and New York City.

Percent of Students Performing at or Above Grade Level — Whole School’

ELA
2007 2008 2009 2010
DPCS 36.2% | 57.6% | 69.8% | 34.2%
CSD 05 38.9% | 50.4% | 61.9% | 26.1%
NYC 47.5% | 53.0% | 66.1% | 35.9%
Math
2007 2008 2009 2010
DPCS 62.1% | 77.3% | 89.4% | 76.3%
CSD 05 52.2% | 62.8% | 73.2% | 36.0%
NYC 58.7% | 68.7% | 77.2% | 48.0%
Student Attendance Rate®
Student Attendance Rate 2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010
95.0% 96.0% 95.0% 98.7%

" Charter school, district and city test results taken from NYSED testing data:
http://www.emsc.nysed.gov/irts/ela-math/

& Attendance rate taken from charter school annual reports.
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Part 5: Background on the Charter Renewal Process

I. PROCESS BACKGROUND

A. Statutory Basis for Renewal

The Charter Schools Act of 1998 (“the Act”) authorizes the creation of charter schools to provide
opportunities for teachers, parents, and community members to establish and maintain schools
that operate independently of existing schools and school districts in order to accomplish the
following objectives:

e Improve student learning and achievement;

e Increase learning opportunities for all students, with special emphasis on expanded
learning experiences for students who are at-risk of academic failure;

e Provide parents and students with expanded choices in the types of educational
opportunities that are available within the public school system;

e Create new professional opportunities for teachers, school administrators and other
school personnel;

e Encourage the use of different and innovative teaching methods;

e Provide schools with a method to change from rule-based to performance based
accountability systems by holding the schools accountable for meeting measurable
student achievement results.’

When granted, a charter is valid for up to five years. For a school chartered under the Act to
operate beyond the initial charter term, the school must seek and obtain renewal of its charter.*®

A school seeking renewal of its charter must submit a renewal application to the charter entity to
which the original charter application was submitted. ** As one such charter entity, the New York
City Department of Education (“NYCDOE?”) institutes a renewal application process that adheres
to the Act’s renewal standards:

e Areport of the progress of the charter school in achieving the educational objectives set
forth in its charter;

e A detailed financial statement that discloses the cost of administration, instruction and
other spending categories for the charter school that will allow a comparison of such
costs to other schools, both public and private;

e Copies of each of the annual reports of the charter school including the charter school
report cards and certified financial statements;

¢ Indications of parent and student satisfaction.

Where the NYCDOE approves a renewal application, it is required under the Act to submit the
application and a proposed charter to the Board of Regents for its review and approval.12

° See § 2850 of the Charter Schools Act of 1998.
10 See §§ 2851(4) and 2852 of the Act.

1 See generally §§ 2851(3) and 2851(4).

12 § 2852(5)



B. NYCDOE'’s Charter Renewal Process

The expiration of charters and their renewal based on a compelling record of success is the
linchpin of charter school accountability. The NYCDOE’s processes and procedures reflect this
philosophy and therefore meet the objectives of the Act.*®

In the final year of its charter, a Chancellor-authorized charter school seeking renewal must
demonstrate its success during the initial charter term and establish goals and objectives for the
next charter term. Ultimately, the renewal process offers an opportunity for the school community
to reflect on its experiences during its first term, to make a compelling, evidence-based case that
it has earned the privilege of an additional charter term, and, if renewed, to build an ambitious
plan for the future.

Consistent with the requirements of § 2851(4) of the Act, a school applying for renewal of its
charter must use data and other credible evidence to prove its success, a case that can be
organized into three questions:

1. Has your school been an academic success?
2. Has your school been a viable organization?
3. Has your school complied with applicable laws and regulations?

A school will answer these overarching questions by demonstrating that its students have made
significant academic progress and that the school has met the goals and objectives pledged in its
initial charter. In addition, the school will describe challenges it has faced during its charter term,
the strategies that were used to address those challenges, and the lessons learned.

This report contains the findings and recommendations of the NYCDOE regarding a school’'s
application for charter renewal. This report is based on a cumulative record of the school’s
progress during its charter term, including but not limited to oversight visits, annual reports, and
formal correspondence between the school and its authorizing entities, all of which are conducted
in order to identify areas of weakness and to help the school to address them. Additionally, the
NYCDOE incorporates into this report its findings from the renewal application process, which
includes a written application, completion of student achievement data templates, and a school
visit by the Office of Charter Schools of the NYCDOE (“NYCDOE-CSQO”).

The NYCDOE-CSO then prepares a draft report and provides a copy to the school for its review
and comment. The draft contains the findings, discussion, and the evidence base for those
findings. Upon receiving a school’s comment, the NYCDOE-CSO reviews its draft, makes any
appropriate changes, and reviews the amended findings to make a recommendation to the
Chancellor. The Chancellor’s final decision, and the findings on which that decision is based, is
submitted to the Board of Regents for a final decision.

3 The NYCDOE charter renewal application is available on the Office of Charter Schools website at
http://www.nycenet.edu/OurSchools/Region84/Creation/default.htm.
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Part 6: Framing Questions and Key Benchmarks

I. FRAMING QUESTIONS:
Throughout the Renewal Process and the life of each school’s charter, the NYCDOE Charter
Schools Office uses the following framing questions to monitor Charter School success:

1. Has the School Been an Academic Success?
2. Has the School Been a Viable Organization?
3. Has the School Been in Compliance with All Applicable Laws and Regulations?

II. RENEWAL BENCHMARKS:

Benchmark 1: Performance and Progress
An academically successful school can demonstrate outstanding student performance outcomes
according to the following statistical analyses:

1. Absolute

2. Comparative

3. Value-Added / Progress

4. NCLB

Benchmark 2: Rigorous Instructional Program Strong School Environment
In addition to outstanding student performance outcomes, a school that is an academic success
has the following characteristics:

e Rigorous Instructional Program that includes:

- Clearly-defined essential knowledge and skills that students are expected to learn,
and that are aligned with state standards

- Curriculum that is organized coherently across subjects and grades, and reflects the
school’'s mission and goals

- Academic expectations that adults in the school clearly and consistently
communicate to students

- Classroom lessons with clear goals aligned with the curriculum

- Classroom practices that reflect competent instructional strategies

- Assessments and data that the school systematically generates and uses to improve
instructional effectiveness and student learning, and that has led to increased student
performance

- Formal and successful strategies to identify and meet the needs of students at-risk of
academic failure, students not making acceptable progress towards achieving school
goals, students who are ELL, and special education students

e A School Environment that Promotes Successful Teaching and Learning that includes:

- An environment where students and staff feel safe and secure

- Behavioral and cultural expectations that adults in the school clearly and consistently
communicate to students

- Clear policies and strategies to address student behaviors to promote learning—
those behaviors that are both appropriate and inappropriate

- Documented discipline policies and procedures for general and special education
students that the school enforces fairly and consistently with appropriate due process

- A professional culture focused on teaching and learning, with a qualified and
competent teaching staff

- Professional development activities at or sponsored by the school that are aligned
with the mission and goals of the school, support the instructional program, meet
student needs, and result in increased student achievement

- A system for ongoing teacher evaluation and improvement that builds the school’s
capacity to reach its academic goals, with effective strategies to assist inexperienced
or struggling teachers

10



Benchmark 3: Non-Academic Performance
A school that is organizationally viable can demonstrate outstanding non-academic performance
outcomes according to the following statistical analyses:

e Absolute

e Comparative

e Value-Added

Benchmark 4: Governance and Internal Controls
In addition to outstanding non-academic performance outcomes, a school that is a viable
organization has the following characteristics:

o Effective School Governance that includes:

- Aclear and common understanding of the school’'s mission, priorities, and challenges
among all members of the board of trustees and school leadership, as evidenced by
the strategies and resources used to further the academic and organizational
success of the school

- An evidenced commitment to serving a student population that reflects the full range
of students throughout the city.

- Policies, systems, and processes that facilitate effective governance of the school
and that are followed consistently

- Meaningful opportunities for staff and parents to become involved in school
governance

- Avenues of communication from the board of trustees to other members of the school
community and vice-versa

- Communication between the school leadership and school staff that facilitates
coordinated actions and messages toward other members of the school community

- Processes to address parent, staff, community, and student concerns appropriately
and in a timely manner

- Annual evaluations of the school leadership, based on clearly-defined goals and
measurements

- A board of trustees with a diversity of opinions and perspectives that promotes a
healthy and vigorous dialogue of ideas

- A process for board development to build its capacity to oversee the school’s
operations and to ensure the school’s continued progress

- A conflict of interest policy and code of ethics that are followed consistently

- Activities that are in substantial compliance with the Open Meetings Law and Public
Officers Law

- An active and ongoing relationship with independent legal counsel that reviews
relevant documents, policies, and incidents, and makes recommendations as needed

Benchmark 5: Sound Financial Controls
In addition to outstanding non-academic performance outcomes, a school that is a viable
organization has the following characteristics:

e Healthy and Sound Financial Practices that include:

- Along range financial plan that guides school operations

- Realistic budgets that are monitored and adjusted when appropriate

-  Effective oversight, and financial decisions that further and reflect the school’s
mission, program, and goals

- Internal controls and procedures that are followed consistently and that result in
prudent resource management

- Capacity to correct any deficiencies or audit findings

- Financial records that are kept according to GAAP

- Adequate financial resources to ensure stable operations

- Processes that maintain and successfully manage the school’s cash flow

- Non-variable income streams that support critical financial needs

11



Benchmark 6: Parent and Student Satisfaction

A school that is a viable organization has the following characteristics:

Parent and Student Satisfaction, demonstrated by survey results as well as other valid and
reliable measures.

Benchmark 7: Sufficient Facilities and Physical Conditions

In addition to outstanding non-academic performance outcomes, a school that is a viable
organization has sufficient facilities and physical conditions conducive to the school implementing
its program and meeting its goals.

Benchmark 8: Sufficient Reporting
A school that is in compliance with applicable laws and regulations has the following
characteristics:

o Sufficient Reporting that includes
- Annual reports and financial reports submitted completely and by deadline
- Responses to DOE’s or SED’s requests for information or for changes to school
operations (in accordance with legal requirements) in a timely manner

Benchmark 9: Appropriate Admissions Policy
A school that is in compliance with applicable laws and regulations has the following
characteristics:

e An Appropriate Admissions Policy that includes
- Opportunities for all interested parents to submit a complete application for
enrollment
- Arandom selection process that is conducted fairly, and when a wait list is
generated, it is used appropriately to ensure a fair admissions process

Benchmark 10: Compliance with All Applicable Laws and Requlations
A school that is in compliance with applicable laws and regulations has the following
characteristics:

e A Record of Substantial Compliance with:
- Applicable health laws and regulations
- Title I regulations
- IDEA regulations to meet the needs of special education students

12



NYC DOE School Progress Repo

Department of Progress Report MIDDLE
Education 2009-10
SCHOCL Democracy Prep Charter School
(BAM3S0)
Frograss
Raport ‘What does this grade mean? How did this school parform?
Gty ‘SCHOCL LEADER  Seth Andrew
Schools are assigned letier grades based on = This school's overall score for 2008-10 is 82.9 ENROLLMENT 326
their overall Progress Report score. Monetary # This school did better than 100% of all Middle 'SCHOOLTYPE  MIDDLE
bonuses may be given to principals and teachers schools citywide. PEER INDEX an
at high-scoring schoals. Schools that get Ds and
F=. or 3 Csin a row. may face consequences.
including change in school leadership or school
closure.
Category Calculated Score Category Grade How scores translate o grades:
School ‘.5";“5'3:3\2 letter grades based on Each school's Progress Report [ 1) measurss student year-
. overall score. to-y=ar progress, (2) compares the school to peer schools
Environment 14.3 out of 15 - A + Schools with an overall score of 62.1 and (3) rewards sucoess in moving al childiren forward,
0 5 or higher receive a letter grade of A espedially children with the greatest needs. The Progress
Student # 26.1% of schools eamed an Ain 2008-10 Report measures four areas:
Performance 13.5 out of 25 .j B Middle Table — Overall Grades. Scheol Environment
Grade Score range City summary uses parent, teacher and secondary student surveys and
A 2.1 or higher 95 1%, of schools ofher data to measure necessary conditions for leaming:
Student B 426-820 36.1% of schools Zoader
Progress 55.8 out of 60 _:l A G 300-425 D
[] 80 o 18.5-305 5% of schools Student Performance
Additional F 184 or lower 0.6% of schoois measures siudent skil levels in English Language Arts and
Math,
Credit 5.3 (15 max) In light of changes in State tests and Progress | Student Progress
schools cannot drop measures median student improvement from last year to
Overall mare than two better grades from kst year to this year in English Language Arts and Math.
this year. Further, schous with top quartle Closing the Achievement Ga
Score meoscco [N | A SctELRaR. | Comatefieenen G e
] 100 @ grade lower than C. ﬁ}ghﬂeed students. i e
The second page provides specific information about how
Quality Review Score State Accountability Status
This school has not received a Quality Review. Based on ifs performance, this school's State accountability status is:

In Good Stending (3002-10/
This status is determined by the Mew York State Department
«of Education under the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act. Itis
separate from the school's Progress Report Grade.

Additional Inf

Closing the Achievement Gap Peer Schools
Schools eam additional credit when their high-need students make Each schoal's of schools in its peer group.
exemplary gains. These gains are based on the percentage of high-need Peer schools are those NewYork Ciypublu: schools with a student population most like this
students who are in the 75th growth percentile or higher in English school's population. Each school has up to 40 peer schoals.
Language Arts or Math. Schools can also earn additional credit when
their students with disahilities meet the goal of proficiency in English For Elementary and K-8 Schoals. peer schools are il based on the
Language Arts or Math. of students at sach school that are English Language Leamers. students with disabilities.
Black/Hispanic students and Title | eligible students. For Middle Schools, peer schools.
This component can only improve a school's Progress Report score. It cannat are determined based on the average ELA and Math proficiency levels of the school's students.
lower a school's score. before they entered Middle School, and the school s percentage of students with disabilities.
The peer schools for Democracy Prep Charter School are:
Exemplary
Proficiency
Credit Gains Student Group DBN  School Name DBEM  School Name
Percent at Proficiency ADX243 West Bronx Academy for the Fubure 18K383  Frederick Douglass Acagemy v Seconcary Shoal
- 32K345 L2, 345 M, Bolence & Tech. 17KS31 Bchool far Human Rights, The
- Self-Contained (ELA} UEX44%  BOUNDVIEW AGADEMY FOR GULTURE AND SCHOLARZ1RIST |.3. D61 WINam A Moms
- CTT (ELA) 15K2ST  J.H.2. 252 Margaret 8. Douglas 13K532  Khall Gloran infemational Academy
16 Kapoa I D1M345 Collaborative Academy of Brience, Technology, & Language-
- SETSS (ELA) DEX131 JH.E. 131 Alert Ewsiein X180 M.3. 50D Daniel Hale Willams.
- 300204 L2.20¢ Oiver W. Halmes 1270 Academy for Schotarship and Enfreprenevrship: A Coliege Ba
- Sef-Contained (Math) 0EX37E  Antania Fanioja Fresaratory Academy, A College Board SCE4MI3E Kiop Infinky Gharier 3choot
N CTT (Math) 11X27Z Giabe 3CNOoi Tor EnvimAmental Researcn X127 LH.E. 127 The Castie HIN
IIMISE L H.E. 296 The Haley Bchaal 19K302 1H.3. 302 Ratee| Canders
- SETSS (Math) 0BX371 Urban Instiute of Mathematics 28@O72 Catherine & Count Basle Middie Bchool 72
1IX29T Mot Hal v G077 18,07
Percent at 75th Growth Percentile or Higher 11X458  FELHAM ACADEMY OF AND axaz? 8,327
50.0% English Language Leamers (ELA) 23KE44 Eage Acacemy far Young Men B 13345 Thamas G. Glardana Middle Schacl 45
10K368  In-Tech Academy (M3 / HIN Schact 368) 31RICZ 1.3 RO0Z Gearge L. Egoent
+H.75 57.9% Lowest Thard Citywide (ELA) 3TRO051 LB. 051 Edwin Markham 31RA027 |.8.027 Anning &. Prail
- 118462 » ¥ FOR SOCIAL ACTION KIFF 5.TAR. Calege Preparatury
38.1% Seff-Contained/CTTISETSS (ELA) UEMIS3 DRy Cotepe Acasemy ot ihe Arts 4K71D Brownsille Collegiste Charter Schaol
s 77.6% English Language Leamers (Math) 17KEZ3  Bchoot tor Demacracy and Leadershin DEME28 1.3.53% Sea Fuler Rodgers Bchoal
03X241  Urban Assembly Schaal far . The25Ga58 L3 Garsens
+15 84.3% Lowest Third Gitywide (Math) 84M350 Democracy Freg Carier2<nosi
+1.5 60.0% Self-Contained/CTT/SETSS (Math)

(-] INOICates eSS Man 12 Siudents i is category

ﬂlequrEsRew‘hsakEynmrmnu’ﬂ of Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg's and Chancellor Joel |. Klein's Children First reforms. The Progress Report is designed fo assist

nd teachers in meleammg arau students. The Progress Report also enables students, parents and the public to hold the NYC Department
of ion and its schools for student achis ‘and for ensuring a high quaity edusation for every studentin NYC's public schools.
If you have any guesticns or comments about the Progress Rq:luerIease\nsn hittpciischools_nye, him, or send us an email at

pr_supporti@schools.nyc.gov
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Results by Category

HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART
A school is evaluated by asking how far its score in each category has
moved along the range of scores for all schools. These charts show that

In this example. the school's engagement score is 8.0. Thisis
T5% of the way from the lowest engagement at any school

movement as 3 percentage. In the example to the right, the school's score Engagement {8.0) o the highest engagement (10.0).
15 /2% ot the way from the lowest 1o the highest score in e Gty 40
Below, the green charts on the left compare the school o
I a school performs at the top end of the range, the bar will be fully its peer group. The blue charts on the right compare the
shaded. Ifa school performs at the low end of the range, the bar will not school to schools Citywide. Peer scores count three times
be shaded. If a school performs in the middle of the range, half the bar &s much as City scores. Peer and City ranges are based on
will be shaded the ouicomes of schools from 2008-02 and 2002-10.
S h I E 1 t Your o 25 EX ro% ome % 25 0% ros 1oom| Mumber
chool Environmen School's it Fou o o e | of
Comprises 15% of the Owverall Score Score  Your Scll'lool Rel:ative to Peer Horlizon: Your Sc!lool Relative to Frly Horizon: students
This Year's Score: Survey Scores (10 points)
14.3 out of 15
u Academic Expeciations: a5 BT.0%
Communication: 78 B4.0%
Engagement: 78 80.0%
Safety and Respact: a2 81.5%
Attendance (3 points) 98.7% 103.5%
S t d t P f Your o 25 EX ro% ome % a5 0% % 100%)
udent Ferrormance School's o oot s o oo s
Comprises 25% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This Year's Score: English Language Aris
13.5 out of 25
Percentage of Students H2% 344% 353% 216
B at Proficiency (Level 3 or 4) “ BAT% “ [
Median Student Proficiency (1.00-4. 281 46.8% 45.1% 316
220 EE) 247 )
Mathematics
Percentage of Students 76.3% T14% T0.5% 216
Median Sudent Frohcency [1.00-4.50) i Ba% ¥ (]
238 ErT) 21 13
S t d t P Your o 25 EX ro% ome % a5 0% % 100%)
udent Progress NEa - X . .
Comprises 60% of the Overall Score Score Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This Year's Score: English Language Aris
55.8 out of 80
Median Growth Percentile 720 B24% 74
A N
Median Lrowth Fercentile for 825 (s £
Schools Lowsst Third 634 905|
Mathematics
Median Growth Percentile Q0o 111.5% 106.1% 74
Median Growth Percentile for «0 118.0% 114.0% o
Schools Lowsst Third
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Department of
Education

‘Wwhat doss this grade mean?

Schools are assigned leter grases based on

their overall sCore. Schacls

that get As and Bs are elgible for rewards.

‘Schools that get Ds and Fs, or 3 C5 In & oW,
IncuEng

A

Progress Report
2008-09

How did this school parform?

» Thils schoals ewerall score for 2006-09 15 99.3
» Thils score places the School in the 25 percentlie of
all Migdie schools Clitysidge—.e., 25 parcent of
those schoois Ecored lower than mis school

Tace CONSEqUENCES, ‘change In scnoal
leadership or 5Chool CREUFE.
Cabegary Caloulated Soor Cafegory Grade This Report:
School Sacn schoofs Progress Renor (1) measures stocent year-
Ch A to-year progress, (2) compares e schao ta peer schocls
Environment 15.0 out of 15 How scores franslate to grades: ard (2] rewards success In movieg all chlicren fomuard,
018 especialy cRlCrer Wit the grealestnesds. The Frogress
. letier grades based Repon measures four arees:
Student i School Enviranment
choal Environmen
Performance 250 out of 25 - A * !m’gﬁﬁ:;:f waEs paren, tsacher and secondary student surveys and
L = u«mﬂm‘ma Cifer data 10 measure recessay CoRCHONS fo l=AMInG
afhendance, academic expeciations, communizasion,
5 » T8% of schoois eamed an A In 2008-05 engagement and safety and respect
fudent
Progress 523 out of B0 m A Student Performance
Middie 3chool Table — Overall Grades ;a:.l':s saudent kil lsvels iR Englsh Language Ats and
ath.
Additional Grade _ Zoore rangs CRy summary Student Prograss
Credi l A E2.0-100 77.6% of schools. MEasuTes aeerage stucent mprovement from last year o
redit 7.5 {15 max) E 4575 18.5% of schoois thiz year in Engilsh Languags Ars and Math,
c 430538 3.0% of schools Closing the Achievement Gap
Overall o 30425 0.5% of schoois gives schools addbonal credit for ex=mpiary gains amaong
Seoe SR I il el
The back pape prowides SPECTIC INTormanion abaLE how the
schoai performed (n each of these ansas
Quallfy Review Scora state Accountabimity Status
This school did not recedve 3 Quallly Review in 2005-09. Eased on ks 2008-09 performance, tis senodl ks

In Good Sianding
This status Is delermined by the New York State

of Education under he Mo Chil Left Benind (NCLS) Act. Itis
separaie from e schools Progress Report Grage.

Additional Information

Closing the Achievement Gap

Peer Schools

mmmmmmmmmum ‘SCN0OMG performance |s compared io the perfoamance of schools In NG peer group.
exemplany gaine. Thete gains are hased on e mmmmmmmmmmmamtmﬂmmmms
Imprave iy 3t keast ane-Nat of 3 prafciency sChiars papuULation. Each Schood has Up B A0 peer 5Chacls.
Language A ar Math (& ., stutent Improves from 225 10 275 In ELA, or
3.20 10 3.70 In kath). [For Elemsntary and K-8 Schools, WE'MH‘E-.:::-H- ihe
mmmmmmmnml
This compaonent can only Improve a schools Progress Report grade. i cannot Black/Hipanic and Tike | eligble.
Iower a school’s grade.
Fﬂm&ﬁmﬁﬁﬂ are determined based on the ELA and Math
proficiency levels of the school's students befare they entered Middle
Exgmplary The peer schoois far Demacracy Prep Charter School are:
Froficlency
Credit  Gaine Student Group DEM School Mame DBN School Mame
English Languapge Arts P L e h— 1S Satelite el Midela Schecl
1THESS Sehool ter Dasosraey ard Lndursbiz EMISS M S 258 Communiy Adtisn Sshosl
57% English Language Leamears (MBS0 Frecavick Coughiss feadarmy || Sernedary Schoet KT LHS 302 Rahsl Cerdarn
T A% ‘Specl Education SLdents 13E01 Satelble St Nl Schissl IDCOS1 L. 291 Mixgrestech 2000
1ZKITS Frederich Dougliss Acadarmy V. Middie Scheal ST School for imistadiossd Siudies
#1785 26.3% Hispanic Students In Me Lowest Thim Citywios B4KE0E  Actisvesant First Eslewecr Charsa: Schoel AT LHS 952 The Wileughiy
2HD14 JME O14 St Barie [ R T T ——
+3 1% Black Students In e Lowes! Thind Cltywidge XIS The Brore: Maharmalics Pespuarasary Sehiol T —
N CEr Stuents In the Lowest Third Clywide O3NS WS 250 Vst Siis Ciolaboniive Middle School HHIET  The Fenaan Scos
SIRME LS &0 Berin A Doagfics ATHI0S LS 206 The Habery
Mathamatica 116272 Giobe Scheol for Enviscnsnial Fusaarch K128 dobn Eticason Middie Schosi 128
280008 JHLE 008 Richard B Grukibey CEMIDS LS 105 Rabass Clamaria
HLTE 3% Engilsh Language Leamers 15HATD Brocklys Schoud bor Qb Shuidies MK LHS 144 Michsargae
5 A% ‘Special Exucation SLdEnts DS LS 052 lnmcod CIMEN Tachookegy A und Sciasces Sudia
OTEISZ M 162 Lok Rustrigues Do Tie O1MAS0 East Side Cemmanty High Seanel
+15 STE% Hispanic Students in Me Lowest Third Citywige DENCNE City Collagn Acidassy of lhe A TSI Bshosl far Human Fights The
MO0 LS D Lecnando Da Visc CAMERE Acadernry of Ervirsn=ankil Scance Secondery High Sctol
+Ha S0u0% Edack Students In Me Lowes! Thir Cltywice 1T S 07 Wargeret S Deughis OIMIDT Mty Stiset Schel So¢ Intwsaiznal
N Ofner Students In the Lowest Third Chywide OTEI3 WS 223 The Laberabory Seheel of Finanos and Techeoiy 530340 |5, 540 Muth Seissce & Tach.
OEEET1 Urhan Instiute of Milhasatics BMISS Whashinglon Maights Excentiicnaty Lesming Schis!

(-} Indicales less than 15 students In this catsgory

The Progress Repart 15 @ key companent of Mayar 5 and C
adminisirators, principals and teachers In accelerating the leaming of all students. The Progress Report
of Education and Hs 5choois accourtable for

sutent achisvement and Improvement and for ensurng a high qualkly ecucation far every Sudent In NYC's public scnools. I you have

Joel L Klein's Chiidren Firs? reforms. The Progress Rey
also enables students,

part Is designed to assist
and the public to hokd e NYC Department

any quesiions: or comments about the Progress Repari, please vislt hilp:
Pr_suppori@schoals nys.oav.

tabliity'SchoolRepor sl portsf or send us an emal at
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Results by Category

HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART
A school |5 evaluated by asking how far s scone In each calegory has
mirwed along the range of scores for all schools. These charts show that

' fhis exampie, fe school's aliendance s 35%. This is
7% of the way from the lowest ati=ndance at any school

mowement a5 3 percentage. Inihe Exampde 10 ihe ight, e school's scone Aftsndarce {80%) to the highest attendance (100% ).
s T5% of the wayy from the Iowess b the highest score in the Chy. BE% TH.0%
BD 0 o0%  Below, the gresn chams on the lef compare the schaol o
H a school perfonms at the top end of the range, the bar wil be § Its peer group. The blue charts on the right compare the
shaded. W a zchool pesfoma at the iow end of the range, ihe bar wil not schood to schocls Cltywlde. Peer stores count thres fmes
o= shaded. i 3 school performs im the middie of the range. half the bar &% much as City scores. Peer and Clty ranges ane based on
will be shaded the culcomes: of schoals from 2005-08.
S h I E H t Your 2% rem 100 o e s e W0
choo nvironmen School's P b ey Cartées] Number of
Comprises 15% of the Overall Score Score  Your Sc};mul Rellative to IPee( Horizon: Yull'sdlluol Relative Inlﬁty Hol:'imn: students
This Years Seore: Burvey Soores (19 polnte)
15 outof 15
u Acatemic Expert 23 113.8%
Communization: g2 176%
Engagement B4 118.1%
Safety and Respect 2] 108.3%
Aftendanse {6 poinic) SETH 102.0%
St d t F. f Your B e [ EC T o PN
uden errormance School's o P ceyan Chytis
Comprises 25% of the Overall Scora Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: | Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This Years Scone: Engilch Language Aric
25 out of 25
Percentage of Stutents E5.8% 158.0% TETS n
A o =
Median Student Proficiency (1.00~4.501: EXE] 103.5% 280% n
Ex) 234 T
Matnsmatics
Fercantage of Stucents EE.% 118.0% 245 R
at Proficency Lavel 3 ora) A0
Median Student Profiziency (1.00-4.5 346 102.7% TI% P
B Er
St d t P Your B e B w100 e = ars e 20l
uden rogress School's oo e ] ey Cryts
Comprises 80% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: | Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This Year's Scone: Engilsh Language AriG
S2.3outolred
Fercantage of Stucents Making EE.5% BD.E% 235
A at Least 1 Year of Frograzs
Percentsge of Students in Schoot's BE.8% TH.&% 106
Lowest Students Making at Least
# ¥ear of Progress
Ayerage Change In Student Proficlency 028 BE.T% 1
for Level 1 and Level 2 Stocers
Average Change in Student Proficiency 0.0t 112.6% a4
for Level 3 and Lavel £ Stucents
Matnsmatics
Percentage of Stutents Maxing EE.8% 0% EEES
at Least 1 Year of Frogress
of Students In Schoals B51% BE.8% 1M
Students Makrg at Least
1 Year of Frogress
Average Change in Student Proficiency 0.50 BE.0% 5
for Level 1 and Lavel 2 Stusents
Average Change in Student Proficency n.0s TB.E% 284

for Level 3 and Level & Stucents
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Department of Progress Report MIDDLE SCHOOL
Education 2007-08

This Progress Report is for:
SCHOOL Democracy Prep Charter School
Repott What does this grade mean? How did this school perform? (84M350)
Grage SCHOOL LEADER Seth Andrew
Schools are assigned letter grades based on # This school's overall score for 2007-08is 81.7 ENROLLMENT 197
their overall Progress Report score. Schools # This score places the School in the 88 percentile of SCHOOLTYFE  MIDDLE SCHOOL
that get As and Bs are eligible for rewards. all middle schools Citywsde—ie., 98 percent of PEER INDEX 3.02
Schools that get Ds and Fs, or 2 Cs in a row, those schools scored lower than this school
face conseguences. including change in school # This school did not have a 2008 target because it did
leadership or school closure. not receive a grade last year
g chees s corp o
Each school’s Progress Report {1} measures student
School A year-to-year progress, (2) compares the school fo peer
Environment 14.7 out of 15 How scores translate to grades: schools and {3) rewards success in moving all children
— forward, especiallychildren with the greatest needs. The
+ Schools receive letier grades Progress Report measures four areas:
based on their overall score )
Student ) School Environment
Performance 22.2 out of 25 A + Schools “35“';_"‘359’5' score uses parent, tacher and secondary student surveys and
* £ o) m‘*"“ﬂ‘ oA recene 3 ether data fo measure necessary conditions for leaming:
r grade attendance, academic expectations, communication,
+ 3% ot schools eamned an A m engagement and safety and respect.
Student A e Student Performance
Progress 51.8 out of 60 p .
! - Middle School Table — Overall Grades ;e‘:a:‘ir‘ehs student skill levels in English Language Arts
- irade  core range Uity summary
Additional Student Progress
. A B5.8-108 30% of schools average studentimp from last year o
Credit 3.0 (15 max) B 40.7-65.8 45% of schools this year in English Language Arts and Math.
c 30406 16% of schools Closing the Achievement Gap
Overall D 20.4-38.0 7% of schools ﬁ!vf: schdcuh:c:lilonal credit for exemplary gains among
F 11.1-204 2% of schools igh-need students.
Score srouorrco | | A
l o The back page provides specific information about how
the school performed in each of these areas.
‘Quality Review Score State Accountability Status
This school did not receive a Quality Review in 2007-05. This school does not have a State accountability status for 2006-07.

Additional Information

Closing the Achievement Gap Peer Schools
Schools eam additional credit when their high-need students make Each school's is o the of schools in its peer group.
exemplary gains. These gains are based on the percentage of high-need Peer schools are those New York City public schools with a student population most like this
students who improve by at least one-half of a proficiency level in English school's population. Each school has up to 40 peer schools.
Language Arts or Math (e.g., student improves from 2.25 to 2.75 in ELA, or
3.20 to 3.70 in Math). Schools earn additional credit for any one of the five For Elementary and K-8 Schools, peer schools are i based on the
high-need categories of students if the percentage of students in that category of students at each school that are English Language Learners, Special Education,
whao achieve exemplary gains is in the top 40% of all schools citywide. BlackiHispanic and Title | eligible.
This component can only improve a school's Progress Report grade. |t cannot For Middle Schools, peer schools are determined based on the average ELA and Math
lower a school's grade. proficiency levels of the school's students before they entered Middle School.
Exemplary The peer scheols for Democracy Prep Charter School are:
Proficiency
Credit Gains Student Group DBN School Mame DBN School Mame
English Language Arts. DEMSIE LS. 525 Bea Fuller Rodgers School 13313 Satelite West Mdie School
- 17K533 Sehool for Democracy and Leadersnip [03M258 M.S. 258 Communky Acton School
*1.5 33.3% English Language Learners O3MBED Frederick Dougiass Academy § Secondary Schosl 105302 JH.S. 302 Reafael Cordera
N ‘Special Education Students 13K301 Satelite East Middie School 200731 1S, 231 Magnetech 2000
1ZX273 Frederick Douglass Academy . Middie Schoal 15%407  Schoal for Infemational Sudies
22.8% Hispanic Students in the Lowest Third Citywide S4KSOE  Achievement First Endeavor Charter Schoal 3ZKAEZ JH.S. 162 The Wiloughby
— 2IKD14 JHLS. 014 ShellBank 151552 Knall Glbran Intemational Academy
17.0% Black Students in the Lowest Third Citywide DEX37S The Bronx Mathematcs Praparstory Schoot 208062 JH.S. D62 DItmas
- Other Students in the Lowest Third Citywide O3M250 M.S. 250 West Side Colaboraive Middle School 11257 The Forward Schaol
31R049 LS. 43 Bera A Dreyfus 326296 JH.S. 296 The Halsey
Mathematics 11X272 Giobe School for Environmental Research 14K126 John Ericsson Middie School 126
" 20008 M5, DD& Richard . Grossiy 0SM135 LS. 195 Roberto Clemente
13.3% Engiish Language Leamers 15425 Brooklyn School for Giobal Studies 11X144 JH.S. 144 Michelangel
20.0% Special Education Students 0EMDS2 JH.S. D52 Inwood 01M301 Technalogy Atts and Sciences Studio
O7X162 JH.S. 162 Lola Roanguez De Tio 01M450 East Sine Community Hign Scnoot
33.3% Hispanic Students in the Lowest Third Citywide OEM233 City Coliege Academy of the Arts 17531 School for Human Rights The
— 240061 LS. 061 Leanardo Da vin! 04ME35 Acasemy of Igh Schoal
1.5 52.0% Black Students in the Lowest Third Citywide 15K292 JHL5. 232 Margaret S, Douglas D1M232 Henry Street Schoal for Infemational Studies
N Othver Students in the Lowest Third Citywide 07X223 M. 223 The Laboratory Schoal of Finance and Technol 326349 LS. 348 Maih Sclence & Tech
DEX371 Urban Insitule of Mathematics DEM345 Wasningion Helghts Expediionary Leaming Schaol

(-) INgicates less tan 12 StugENts In s category

The Progress Repart is a key component of Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg's and Chancallor Joel . Klein's Children First reforms. The Progress Report is designed 1o assist

i and teachers in ing the leaming of all students. The Progress Report also enables students, parents and the public to hold the NY'C Department
of tion and its schools for student L and imp and for ing a high quality education for every student in NYC's public schools. If you have
any guestions or comments about the Progress Repaort, please visit http: nyc i ili P ogl p or send us an email at

pr_supporti@ischools nyc.gov.
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Results by Category

SCHOOL Democracy Prep Charter School

SCHOOL LEADER. Seth Andrew

HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART

A school is evaluated by asking how far its score in sach categroy has 7= oow| In this example, the school's attendance is 80%. This is
moved slong the range of scores for all schocls. These charis show that wax| TE% of the way from the lowest attendance at any schec!
movement as 3 percentage. In the example to the right, the school's score Attendance (80%) 1o the highest attendance (100%).
is T5% of the way from the lowest to the highest score in the City. 0% T5.0%

0% ccow Below, the green charts on the left compare the scheol to
If 3 school performs at the top end of the range, the bar will be fully its peer group. The blue charts on the right compare the
shaded. i a school performs at the low end of the range, the bar will not school to schools Citywide. Peer scores count three times
be shaded. I a schoel performs in the middle of the range, half the bar as much as City scores. Peer and City ranges are based on
will e shaded the outcomes of schools from 2005-08.

S h I E 1 t Your = EE B 100% =3 2s5e £ 7s% 100 Number

cnool environmen School's Feerin et e e cwtis of

Comprises 15% of the Overall Score Score Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon: students

I n y y I I L 1

This Year's Score: Survey Scores (10 points)

0.98 x 15 = 147
! Academic Expectations: 88 103.7%

Communication: 8.0 113.4%
Engagement: 77 93.3%
Safety and Respect: a3 93.9%
Attendance (5 points) 95.2% 79.4%

St d t P f Your E s B oo = 2= £ 7ew 100w

udent Ferrormance School's Fesrin et o e cuta

Comprises 25% of the Overall Score Score Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon:

This Year's Score: English Language Arts

0.887 x 25 = 222

Percentage of Students 57.8% 105.2% 6l 4% 210

A at Proficiency (Level 3 or 4): “- I
Median Student Proficiency (1.00-4. 304 88.5% B1.4% 210

22 EE]

Mathematics

Percentage of Students T1.3% 99.1% Ti2% 207

at Proficiency (Level 3 or 4 “- 00|
Median Student Proficiency (1.00-4. 333 2% 66.3% 207

B =T

St d t P Your = 25 B 100% o= =3 E=9 7o%  100%)

uden rogress School's Feerin et e e cata

Comprises 60% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon:

This Year's Score: English Language Arts

0.863 x 60 = 51.8

Percentage of Students Making 71.8% 103.0% 101.3% 188
A atLsast 1 vearof Progress

Percentage of Students in School's 88.5% B3.1% 84.3% 61

Lowest 1/3 Students Making at Least

1 Year of Progress

Average Change in Student Proficiency 025 T1.4% B0.0% 17

tor Leve! 1 and Level 2 Students

Auerage Change in Student Froficiency (0.03) 35.8% 828% &1

for Lewe! 3 and Level 4 Students

Mathematics

Percentage of Students Making T4.2% 89.0% 82T% 108

at Least 1 Year of Progress

Percentage of Students in School's 88.1% 93.4% 96.5% 50

Lowest 1/3 Students Making at Least

1 Year of Progress

Average Change in Student Proficiency D44 B6.3% T8 8% 7B

for Level 1 and Level 2 Students

Average Change in Student Proficiency oo 2.1% T9.E% 122

for Leve! 3 and Level 4 Students
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